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Remarks 

Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner's Answer is a copy of the final 
rejection, which fails to rebut our response in the Appeal Brief and fails to present any new 
arguments. 

For example, on page 3 of the Answer, the Examiner writes that "Anand teaches ... 
automatically generating the business database system according to the instructions contained in 
the metadata schema," citing column 4 of Anand. However, as stated in the Appeal Brief, this 
section of Anand merely discloses various ways of linking and displaying data. Anand does not 
disclose "automatically generating the business database system according to the instructions 
contained in the metadata schema such that the business database system is well formed" as 
recited in claim 133. 

The Examiner's response to this argument, on page 7 of the Answer, is merely that "The 
Anand reference has metadata and a business subsystem and a data warehouse environment. It is 
interpreted that Anand and Papiemiak teach Applicants’ claimed invention." Applicants submit 
that metadata and a business subsystem and a data warehouse is not the claimed invention, which 
recites "automatically generating the business database system according to the instructions 
contained in the metadata schema such that the business database system is well formed.” 

Applicants further submit that the Examiner has failed to identify the claimed element of 
"automatically generating the business database system according to the instructions contained in 
the metadata schema such that the business database system is well formed" in the prior art 
reference. Instead, the Examiner concludes that "The Examiner is entitled to give the claim 
limitations their broadest reasonable interpretation in light of the Specification...." Applicants 
submit that, even so, the Examiner must still identify the claimed elements in the prior art in 
order to maintain a rejection. Applicants submit that linking and displaying data, as cited by the 
Examiner, neither discloses nor suggests "automatically generating the business database system 
according to the instructions contained in the metadata schema such that the business database 
system is well formed" as recited in the claim. 
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In conclusion, applicants submit that claim 133 is patentable over Anand in view of 
Papiemiak. 
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Conclusion 

For the above reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that rejection of claims 133-165 
based on 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) has been overcome. Accordingly, Applicants request that the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences overrule the Examiner’s Answer and allow claims 133-165. 
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